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The large deviations at various levels that are explicit for Markov jump processes satisfying
detailed-balance are revisited in terms of the supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian H that can
be obtained from the Markov generator via a similarity transformation. We first focus on the
large deviations at level 2 for the empirical density p̂(C) of the configurations C seen during a
trajectory over the large time-window [0, T ] and rewrite the explicit Donsker-Varadhan rate function

as the matrix element I [2][p̂(.)] = ⟨
√
p̂|H|

√
p̂⟩ involving the square-root ket |

√
p̂⟩. [The analog

formula is also discussed for reversible diffusion processes as a comparison.] We then consider the
explicit rate functions at higher levels, in particular for the joint probability of the empirical density
p̂(C) and the empirical local activities â(C,C′) characterizing the density of jumps between two
configurations (C,C′). Finally, the explicit rate function for the joint probability of the empirical

density p̂(C) and of the empirical total activity Â that represents the total density of jumps of a
long trajectory is written in terms of the two matrix elements ⟨

√
p̂|H|

√
p̂⟩ and ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩, where

Hoff represents the off-diagonal part of the supersymmetric HamiltonianH. This general framework
is then applied to pure or random spin chains with single-spin-flip or two-spin-flip transition rates,
where the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H correspond to quantum spin chains with local interactions
involving Pauli matrices of two or three neighboring sites. It is then useful to introduce the quantum
density matrix ρ̂ = |

√
p̂⟩⟨

√
p̂| associated to the empirical density p̂(.) in order to rewrite the various

rate functions in terms of reduced density matrices involving only two or three neighboring sites.

I. INTRODUCTION

The language of large deviations is very useful to unify many areas of statistical physics (see the reviews [1–3] and
references therein) and has become essential to formulate the properties of non-equilibrium stochastic dynamics (see
the reviews with various perspectives [4–12], the PhD Theses [13–18] and the Habilitation Thesis [19]). In particular,
the large deviations properties of time-averages over a long Markov trajectory have attracted a lot of interest in many
different contexts [4, 9–12, 14, 19–64] with the construction of the corresponding Doob’s conditioned processes. Since
the rate functions for these time-averaged observables are not always explicit, a key idea has been to consider the large
deviations at higher levels in order to obtain explicit rate functions for arbitrary Markov processes. Since the level 2
concerning the distribution of the empirical density that has been much studied since the pioneering works of Donsker
and Varadhan [65] is not explicit for arbitrary non-equilibrium Markov processes, an important progress has been
the formulation of the level 2.5 concerning the joint distribution of the empirical density and of the empirical flows,
where rate functions are always explicit, either for discrete-time Markov chains [3, 13, 66–74], for continuous-time
Markov jump processes [13, 16, 19, 44, 70, 71, 73, 75–87], for diffusion processes [16, 19, 53, 71, 78, 86, 88–91], as
well as for jump-diffusion or jump-drift processes [70, 92–94]. Then the large deviations properties at any lower level
can be formally obtained from this explicit level 2.5 via the operation called ’contraction’ : one needs to optimize the
level 2.5 over the empirical observables that one wishes to integrate over, in order to see if the rate function for the
remaining empirical observables can be written explicitly.

The goal of the present paper is to revisit the various levels that can be written explicitly for any Markov jump
process satisfying detailed-balance, from the perspective of the supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian H that can be
obtained from the Markov generator via a similarity transformation.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II, we introduce the notations for reversible Markov jump generators
and their associated supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonians. In section III devoted to the large deviations at level
2 concerning the empirical density p̂(C), we explain why the supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian H is useful to
rewrite the explicit Donsker-Varadhan rate function at level 2. In section IV, we recall the explicit level 2.5 concerning
the joint distribution of the empirical density p̂(C) and of the empirical transitions between configurations in order to
discuss various intermediate levels between 2.5 and 2 whose rate functions are still explicit for reversible Markov jump
processes. This general framework is then applied in section V to pure or random spin chains with local transition
rates, where the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H correspond to quantum spin chains with local interactions involving
Pauli matrices of two or three neighboring sites. Our conclusions are summarized in section VI. In Appendix A,
we describe how the large deviations properties of reversible diffusion processes involve supersymmetric quantum
Hamiltonians in continuous space in order to stress the similarities and the differences with Markov jump processes
described in the main text.
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II. REVERSIBLE MARKOV JUMP PROCESSES AND THEIR SUPERSYMMETRIC HAMILTONIANS

In this section, we first introduce the notations for arbitrary Markov jump generators and then focus on the specific
properties associated to detailed-balance, in particular on their associated supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonians.

A. Markov jump process of generator w converging towards the steady state p∗(C)

The dynamics for the probability pt(C) to be on configuration C at time t satisfies the master equation

∂tpt(C) =
∑
C′

w(C,C ′)pt(C
′) (1)

where the off-diagonal C ̸= C ′ positive matrix element w(C,C ′) ≥ 0 represents the transition rate from C ′ to C, while
the negative diagonal elements w(C,C) ≤ 0 are determined in terms of the off-diagonal elements by the conservation
of probability

w(C,C) ≡ −
∑
C′ ̸=C

w(C ′, C) (2)

The steady state p∗(C) of Eq. 1 satisfies

0 =
∑
C′

w(C,C ′)p∗(C
′) (3)

Eqs 2 and 3 mean that the highest eigenvalue of the Markov matrix w(., .) vanishes, with the trivial positive left
eigenvector

l0(C) = 1 (4)

and the positive right eigenvector r0(C) given by the steady state

r0(C) = p∗(C) (5)

Note that the present paper is written with the vocabulary and the notations of the physics literature that differ
from the mathematic literature: in particular the matrix w(., .) governing the master Eq. 1 will be called the generator,
and its matrix element w(C,C ′) ≥ 0 represents the transition rate from the right configuration C ′ towards the left
configuration C in order to have the same notations as in quantum mechanics.

B. Specific properties in the presence of detailed-balance

1. Parametrization of the transition rates w(C′, C) satisfying detailed-balance

The master equation of Eq. 1 can be rewritten as a continuity equation

∂tpt(C) =
∑
C′ ̸=C

jt(C,C
′) (6)

where the current jt(C,C
′) from C ′ to C at time t involves the two rates w(C,C ′) and w(C ′, C)

jt(C,C
′) = w(C,C ′)pt(C

′)− w(C ′, C)pt(C) = −jt(C ′, C) (7)

The dynamics converging towards the steady state p∗(C) satisfies detailed-balance if all the steady currents j∗(C,C
′)

vanish

0 = j∗(C,C
′) = w(C,C ′)p∗(C

′)− w(C ′, C)p∗(C) (8)

It is then convenient to parametrize the transitions rates as

w(C,C ′) = D(C,C ′)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)
(9)
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in terms of the steady state p∗(.) and in terms of the symmetric matrix with positive elements

D(C ′, C) = D(C,C ′) ≥ 0 (10)

associated to the links C ′ ̸= C.
The Markov dynamics is said to be reversible when the detailed-balance of Eq. 8 is satisfied, while it is said to be

irreversible when there are some non-vanishing steady currents j∗(C,C
′) ̸= 0.

2. Similarity transformation of the generator w(., .) into a quantum Hamiltonian H(., .)

As explained in textbooks [95–97] and in specific applications to various models (see for instance [98–109]), gener-
ators of reversible Markov processes are related to quantum hermitian Hamiltonians via similarity transformations.
For Markov jump processes, the standard change of variable

pt(C) ≡
√
p∗(C)ψt(C) (11)

transforms the master equation of Eq. 1 for pt(C) into the Euclidean Schrödinger equation for ψt(C)

∂tψt(C) = −
∑
C′

H(C,C ′)ψt(C
′) (12)

where the quantum Hamiltonian H is obtained from the generator w via the similarity transformation

H(C,C ′) = − 1√
p∗(C)

w(C,C ′)
√
p∗(C ′) (13)

The off-diagonal matrix elements of the Hamiltonian are simply given by the opposite of the positive symmetric
function D(C,C ′) introduced in the parametrization of Eq. 9

H(C,C ′) = −D(C,C ′) = −D(C ′, C) = H(C ′, C) for C ′ ̸= C (14)

while the diagonal matrix elements reduce to the opposite of the diagonal elements w(C,C) of Eq. 2

H(C,C) = −w(C,C) =
∑
C′ ̸=C

w(C ′, C) =
∑
C′ ̸=C

D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)
(15)

So the Hamiltonian H is a real symmetric matrix with negative off-diagonal matrix elements and positive diagonal
matrix elements. Via Eq. 11, the steady state p∗(C) corresponds to the positive ground state

ψ0(C) =
√
p∗(C) (16)

of the quantum Hamiltonian H associated to zero-energy

H|ψ0⟩ = 0 (17)

If there are N configurations C, the spectral decomposition of the Hamiltonian

H =

N−1∑
n=1

En|ψn⟩⟨ψn| (18)

involves the other (N − 1) positive energies En > 0 and their associated real eigenvectors ψn(C) satisfying the
orthonomalization and closure relations

δn,m = ⟨ψn|ψm⟩ =
∑
C

ψn(C)ψm(C)

1 =

N−1∑
n=0

|ψn⟩⟨ψn| (19)
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The propagator of the Markov process can be then rewritten via the similarity transformation of Eq. 13 in terms of
the quantum propagator with its spectral decomposition

Pt(C|C0) ≡ ⟨C|ewt|C0⟩ =
ψ0(C)

ψ0(C0)
⟨C|e−Ht|C0⟩ =

ψ0(C)

ψ0(C0)

[
ψ0(C)ψ0(C0) +

N−1∑
n=1

e−tEnψn(C)ψn(C0)

]

= ψ2
0(C) +

N−1∑
n=1

e−tEn [ψn(C)ψ0(C)]
ψn(C0)

ψ0(C0)
(20)

yielding that the (N − 1) positive energies En > 0 of H represent the relaxation spectrum of the Markov process
towards its steady state p∗(C) = ψ2

0(C).

3. Supersymmetric properties of the quantum Hamiltonian H

The quantum Hamiltonians obtained from reversible Markov processes via similarity transformations are not ar-
bitrary but can be rewritten as supersymmetric Hamiltonians H = Q†Q in terms of another operator Q and its
adjoint Q†. This supersymmetric factorization that is very standard for diffusion processes in continuous space (see
for instance [53, 61, 103–105, 108, 109]) is recalled around Eq. A8 of Appendix A. For Markov jump processes,
this supersymmetric factorization has been less studied except in one dimension [109] where it displays very special
properties, so it seems useful in the present subsection to describe the general case of an arbitrary configuration space.

The very specific structure of the matrix elements of Eqs 14 and 15 yields that the quantum Hamiltonian H can
be rewritten as a sum over the links after choosing some order C ′ > C

H ≡
∑
C

∑
C′

|C⟩H(C,C ′)⟨C ′| =
∑
C1

∑
C2>C1

H [C2,C1] (21)

where the Hamiltonian H [C2,C1] associated to the oriented link [C2, C1]

H [C2,C1] = D(C2, C1)

[√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
|C2⟩ −

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
|C1⟩

][√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
⟨C2| −

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
⟨C1|

]
≡ |q[C2,C1]⟩⟨q[C2,C1]| (22)

corresponds to the unnormalized local projector |q[C2,C1]⟩⟨q[C2,C1]| involving the following ket |q[C2,C1]⟩ associated to
the oriented link [C2, C1]

|q[C2,C1]⟩ =
√
D(C2, C1)

[√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
|C2⟩ −

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
|C1⟩

]
(23)

The ground state |ψ0⟩ is orthogonal to all the links-kets of Eq. 23

⟨q[C2,C1]|ψ0⟩ = 0 (24)

and is thus annihilated by all the links-operators H [C2,C1]

H [C2,C1]|ψ0⟩ = 0 (25)

If there are N configurations C and M oriented links [C2, C1] between them, where M is usually bigger than N
except on the one-dimensional lattice, this means that the ground-state |ψ0⟩ involving the N components ψ0(C) of
Eq. 16 is the simultaneous ground-state of the M links-operators H [C2,C1] of Eq. 22 : in the literature concerning
quantum lattice models, such Hamiltonians are called frustration-free (see [110–115] and references therein), while
within the ensemble of these frustration-free Hamiltonians, the sub-ensemble of the Hamiltonians related to reversible
Markov processes via similarity transformations are often called Rokhsar-Kivelson Hamiltonians for historical reasons
related to the field of quantum dimer models (see [116, 117] and references therein).

On the other hand, as recalled in Appendix A, the quantum Hamiltonians related to reversible diffusion processes
via similarity transformations are second-order differential operators in continuous space that can be factorized into

the supersymmetric form H = Q⃗†.Q⃗ of Eqs A8 in terms of the first order differential operator Q⃗ and its adjoint
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Q⃗† of A9 (see the review [118] on supersymmetric quantum mechanics in continuous space). In order to make more
straighforward the link with this supersymmetric factorization for continuous-space models, it is thus useful to rewrite
the lattice quantum Hamiltonian H of Eq. 21 of size N ×N as

H = Q†Q (26)

whereQ is the rectangular matrix of sizeM×N whose matrix elements between oriented links ⟨⟨C2

C1
| and configurations

|C⟩ are directly related to the links-kets of Eq. 23

⟨⟨C2

C1
|Q|C⟩ ≡ ⟨q[C2,C1]|C⟩ =

√
D(C1, C2)

(√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
δC2,C −

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
δC1,C

)
=
√
w(C1, C2)δC2,C −

√
w(C2, C1)δC1,C (27)

The last expression in terms of the detailed-balance transition rates w(., .) of Eq. 9 shows that the rectangular matrix
Q is a very simple deformation of the incidence matrix I(., .) that is recovered when the transition rates are all unity

⟨⟨C2

C1
|I|C⟩ ≡ δC2,C − δC1,C (28)

The application of Q to the ground state |ψ0⟩ gives zero for any oriented link ⟨⟨C2

C1
| in consistency with Eq. 24

⟨⟨C2

C1
|Q|ψ0⟩ =

∑
C

⟨⟨C2

C1
|Q|C⟩⟨C|ψ0⟩ =

∑
C

√
D(C1, C2)

(√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
δC2,C −

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
δC1,C

)
ψ0(C)

=
√
D(C1, C2)

(√
ψ0(C1)

ψ0(C2)
ψ0(C2)−

√
ψ0(C2)

ψ0(C1)
ψ0(C1)

)
= 0 (29)

so that the ground state |ψ0⟩ that is annihilated by the supersymmetric N × N Hamiltonian H = Q†Q is actually
annihilated by the rectangular matrix Q of sizeM×N

Q|ψ0⟩ = 0 (30)

which is the analog of Eq. A11.

III. LARGE DEVIATIONS AT LEVEL 2 FOR THE EMPIRICAL DENSITY

For a Markov-jump trajectory C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) over the large-time window t ∈ [0, T ], the empirical density p̂(C)
measures the fraction of time spent in each configuration C

p̂(C) ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dtδC(t),C (31)

so that it satisfies the normalization ∑
C

p̂(C) = 1 (32)

In this section, we recall how the fluctuations of the empirical density p̂(C) around the steady state p∗(C) can be

analyzed for large T via the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] that governs the large deviation form of the distribution P [2]
T [p̂(.)]

of p̂(.)

P
[2]
T [p̂(.)] ∝

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2][p̂(.)] (33)

We first describe the case of an arbitrary generator w in order to stress the simplifications in the presence of detailed
balance.
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A. Reminder on the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] at level 2 for an arbitrary generator w(., .)

1. Generating function Z
[ω(.)]
T of the empirical density p̂(.) for large T

Instead of characterizing the statistics of the empirical density p̂(.) via its distribution P
[2]
T [p̂(.)] of Eq. 33, one can

consider its generating function Z
[ω(.)]
T where the function ω(.) is conjugated to the empirical density p̂(.)

Z
[ω(.)]
T ≡

∫
dp̂(.)P

[2]
T [p̂(.)] e

T
∑
C

p̂(C)ω(C)

≃
T→+∞

∫
dp̂(.)δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e

T

[∑
C

p̂(C)ω(C)− I [2][p̂(.)]

]
≃

T→+∞
eTG[ω(.)] (34)

On the last line, the saddle-point method for large T shows that G[ω(.)] corresponds to the optimal value of the
function in the exponential over the empirical density p̂(.) satisfying the normalization constraint

G[ω(.)] = max
p̂(.)

satisfying
∑

C p̂(C) = 1

[∑
C

p̂(C)ω(C)− I [2][p̂(.)]

]
(35)

2. G[ω(.)] as the highest eigenvalues of the appropriate ω(.)-deformations of the generator w(., .)

It is useful consider the generalization of the generating function of Eq. 34 where one adds the information on the
initial configuration C(0) = C0 and on the final configuration C(T ) = CT

Z
[ω(.)]
T (CT |C0) ≡

∫
dp̂(.)δC(T ),CT

δC(0),C0
P

[2]
T [p̂(.)] e

T
∑
C

p̂(C)ω(C)

=

∫ C(T )=CT

C(0)=C0

DC(.) PTraj [C(.)]e

∫ T

0

dtω(C(t))
(36)

in order to obtain the last expression corresponding to the Markov-jump analog of a Feynman path-integral over the
trajectories C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) starting at C(0) = C0 and ending at C(T ) = C with their probabilities PTraj [C(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]
that read in terms of the generator w(., .)

PTraj [C(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] = e

∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+ )̸=C(t)

ln(w(C(t+), C(t))) +

∫ T

0

dtw(C(t), C(t))

(37)

As a consequence, the generating function of Eq. 36 becomes

Z
[ω(.)]
T (CT |C0) =

∫ C(T )=CT

C(0)=C0

DC(.) e

∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+) ̸=C(t)

ln(w(C(t+), C(t))) +

∫ T

0

dt [w(C(t), C(t)) + ω(C(t)]

= ⟨CT |eTw
[ω(.)]

|C0⟩ (38)

that corresponds to the propagator ⟨CT |eTw
[ω(.)] |C0⟩ associated to the following deformed-matrix w[ω(.)] with respect

to the initial Markov generator w(., .) of Eq. 1

w[ω(.)](C,C ′) ≡ w(C,C ′) + ω(C)δC,C′ (39)

This is the analog of the famous Feynman-Kac formula for diffusion processes.
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The Perron-Frobenius theorem yields that the leading behavior of the generating function of Eq. 38 for large T

Z
[ω(.)]
T (CT |C0) ≃

T→+∞
eTG[ω(.)] r[ω(.)](CT ) l[ω(.)](C0) (40)

is governed by the highest eigenvalue G[ω(.)] of the deformed-matrix w[ω(.)] : the positive left eigenvector l[ω(.)](C) ≥ 0
corresponds to the deformation of the trivial eigenvector l0(C) = 1 of Eq. 4

G[ω(.)]l[ω(.)](C ′) =
∑
C

l[ω(.)](C)w[ω(.)](C,C ′)

= l[ω(.)](C ′) [ω(C ′) + w(C ′, C ′)] +
∑
C ̸=C′

l[ω(.)](C)w(C,C ′) (41)

while the positive right eigenvector r[ω(.)](C) ≥ 0 corresponds to the deformation of the right eigenvector r0(C) =
p∗(C) of Eq. 5

G[ω(.)]r[ω(.)](C) =
∑
C′

w[ω(.)](C,C ′)r[ω(.)](C ′)

= [ω(C) + w(C,C)] r[ω(.)](C) +
∑
C′ ̸=C

w(C,C ′)r[ω(.)](C ′) (42)

with the normalization

1 = ⟨l[ω(.)]|r[ω(.)]⟩ =
∑
C

l[ω(.)](C)r[ω(.)](C) (43)

3. Inverse Functional Legendre transform to obtain the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] from the eigenvalues G[ω(.)]

The reciprocal Legendre transformation of Eq. 35

I [2][p̂(.)] = max
ω(.)

[∑
C

p̂(C)ω(C)−G[ω(.)]

]
(44)

involves the optimization with respect to ω(C)

0 =
∂

∂ω(C)

[∑
C′

p̂(C ′)ω(C ′)−G[ω(.)]

]
= p̂(C)− ∂G[ω(.)]

∂ω(C)
(45)

where one needs to evaluate the derivative with respect to ω(C) of the eigenvalue

G[ω(.)] = ⟨l[ω(.)]|w[ω(.)]|r[ω(.)]⟩ =
∑
C

∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C) [w(C,C ′) + ω(C)δC,C′ ] r[ω(.)](C ′) (46)

As a consequence of the normalization of Eq 43 valid for any ω(.), only the derivative of the deformed-matrix w[ω(.)]

survives

∂G[ω(.)]

∂ω(C)
= ⟨l[ω(.)]|

(
∂w[ω(.)]

∂ω(C)

)
|r[ω(.)]⟩ =

∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C)δC,C′r[ω(.)](C ′) = l[ω(.)](C)r[ω(.)](C) (47)

So the optimization of Eq. 45 yields that the empirical density p̂(C) corresponds to the product of the left and right
eigenvectors

p̂(C) =
∂G[ω(.)]

∂ω(C)
= l[ω(.)](C)r[ω(.)](C) (48)

One can use the eigenvalue Eq. 41 for the left eigenvector l[ω(.)](C) to replace

ω(C)−G[ω(.)] = −
∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C ′)w(C ′, C)
1

l[ω(.)](C)
(49)
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into Eq. 44 to rewrite the rate function at level 2 as

I [2][p̂(.)] = max
ω(.)

[∑
C

(
ω(C)−G[ω(.)]

)
p̂(C)

]
= max

ω(.)

[
−
∑
C

∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C ′)w(C ′, C)
1

l[ω(.)](C)
p̂(C)

]
(50)

One can use Eq. 48 to obtain the matrix element of the generator w between the left and right eigenvectors

I [2][p̂(.)] = max
ω(.):p̂(.)=l[ω(.)](.)r[ω(.)](.)

[
−
∑
C

∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C ′)w(C ′, C)r[ω(.)](C)

]
= max
ω(.):p̂(.)=l[ω(.)](.)r[ω(.)](.)

[
−⟨l[ω(.)]|w|r[ω(.)]⟩

]
(51)

However for arbitrary irreversible generators, one prefers to keep Eq. 50, where the only dependence with respect to
ω(.) is contained is the single positive left eigenvector l[ω(.)](.), so that the optimization of Eq. 50 is actually only over
some positive function l(.) and one can forget the function ω(.) to obtain the Donsker-Varadhan optimization-formula
[65]

I [2][p̂(.)] = max
l(.)>0

[
−
∑
C′

∑
C

l(C ′)w(C ′, C)
1

l(C)
p̂(C)

]
(52)

which is still not explicit as a function of the empirical density p̂(.) for an arbitrary irreversible generator w, as a
consequence of the remaining optimization with respect to the positive function l(.).

4. Canonical conditioning with respect to the empirical density p̂(.)

Since the generating function Z
[ω(.)]
T (C|C0) of Eq. 40 will grow or decay exponentially in time whenever the

eigenvalue G[ω(.)] is non-vanishing, it is useful to construct the conditioned propagator (see the two very detailed
papers [37, 38] and references therein)

P
Cond[ω(.)]
T (C|C0) ≡ e−TG[ω(.)] l

[ω(.)](C)

l[ω(.)](C0)
Z

[ω(.)]
T (C|C0)

≃
T→+∞

l[ω(.)](C) r[ω(.)](C) ≡ pCond[ω(.)]∗ (C) (53)

that converges, independently of the initial condition C0, towards the conditioned steady state p
Cond[ω(.)]
∗ (C) given by

the product of the left eigenvector l[ω(.)](C) of Eqs 41 and the right eigenvector r[ω(.)](C) of Eq 42, i.e. one recognizes
the empirical steady state p̂(C) of Eq. 48

p
Cond[ω(.)]
∗ (C) = l[ω(.)](C) r[ω(.)](C) = p̂(C) (54)

The corresponding conditioned Markov generator wCond[ω(.)](., .) can be constructed from the deformed matrix
w[ω(.)](C,C ′) of Eq. 39 as follows:
(i) The off-diagonal element wCond[ω(.)](C,C ′) for C ̸= C ′

for C ̸= C ′ : wCond[ω(.)](C,C ′) = l[ω(.)](C)w[ω(.)](C,C ′)
1

l[ω(.)](C ′)

= l[ω(.)](C)w(C,C ′)
1

l[ω(.)](C ′)
(55)

only involves the initial off-diagonal element w(C,C ′) and the left eigenvector l[ω(.)](.).
(ii) The diagonal element wCond[ω(.)](C,C) is determined in terms of the off-diagonal elements wCond[ω(.)](C ′, C)

with C ′ ̸= C by the conservation of probability analog to Eq. 2 and can be rewritten using the left eigenvalue Eq. 41

wCond[ω(.)](C,C) = −
∑
C′ ̸=C

wCond[ω(.)](C ′, C) = −

 ∑
C′ ̸=C

l[ω(.)](C ′)w(C ′, C)

 1

l[ω(.)](C)

= −
[
G[ω(.)]l[ω(.)](C)− l[ω(.)](C)w[ω(.)](C,C)

] 1

l[ω(.)](C)

= w[ω(.)](C,C)−G[ω(.)]
= w(C,C) + ω(C)−G[ω(.)] (56)
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in terms the initial diagonal element w(C,C), the function ω(C) and the eigenvalue G[ω(.)].
In conclusion, for an arbitrary irreversible generator w, one needs to be able to compute the eigenvalue G[ω(.)] and

the left eigenvector l[ω(.)](.) to compute the conditioned generator wCond[ω(.)](., .) via Eqs 55 and 56.

B. Simplification for the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] and for the conditioning when the generator is reversible

In this subsection, we describe how the general framework recalled in the previous subsection for an arbitrary
generator w leads to explicit results in the presence of detailed-balance.

1. Explicit rate function I [2][p̂(.)] of the empirical density p̂(.) when the generator w(., .) is reversible

Since the deformed-matrix w[ω(.)](C,C ′) of Eq. 39 only involves a diagonal deformation, one can make the same
similarity transformation as in Eq. 13 for the undeformed reversible generator w to obtain the deformed symmetric
quantum Hamiltonian

H [ω(.)](C,C ′) ≡ − 1√
p∗(C)

w[ω(.)](C,C ′)
√
p∗(C ′) = − 1√

p∗(C)
[w(C,C ′) + ω(C)δC,C′ ]

√
p∗(C ′)

= H(C,C ′)− ω(C)δC,C′ = H [ω(.)](C ′, C) (57)

As a consequence, the left and right positive eigenvectors of Eqs 41 42 for the deformed-matrix w[ω(.)](C,C ′) can be
rewritten as

r[ω(.)](C) =
√
p∗(C)ψ

[ω(.)](C)

l[ω(.)](C) =
ψ[ω(.)](C)√

p∗(C)
(58)

in terms of the positive ground-state ψ[ω(.)](.) of the deformed Hamiltonian of Eq. 57 associated to the eigenvalue
[−G[ω(.)]]

H [ω(.)]|ψ[ω(.)]⟩ = −G[ω(.)]|ψ[ω(.)]⟩ (59)

The empirical density of Eq. 48 given by the product of the left and right eigenvectors of Eq. 58 reduces to the square
of the deformed ground-state ψ[ω(.)](.).

p̂(C) = l[ω(.)](C)r[ω(.)](C) =
[
ψ[ω(.)](C)

]2
(60)

while the matrix element appearing in Eq. 51 can be rewritten in terms of the undeformed quantum Hamiltonian H
and the deformed ground-state ψ[ω(.)](C) as

⟨l[ω(.)]|w|r[ω(.)]⟩ =
∑
C

∑
C′

l[ω(.)](C ′)w(C ′, C)r[ω(.)](C) =
∑
C

∑
C′

ψ[ω(.)](C ′)√
p∗(C ′)

w(C ′, C)
√
p∗(C)ψ

[ω(.)](C)

= −
∑
C

∑
C′

ψ[ω(.)](C ′)H(C ′, C)ψ[ω(.)](C) = −⟨ψ[ω(.)]|H|ψ[ω(.)]⟩ (61)

As a consequence, the rate function of Eq. 51

I [2][p̂(.)] = max
ω(.):p̂(.)=[ψ[ω(.)](.)]2

[
⟨ψ[ω(.)]|H|ψ[ω(.)]⟩

]
= ⟨
√
p̂|H|

√
p̂⟩ (62)

reduces to the explicit matrix element ⟨
√
p̂|H|
√
p̂⟩ that involves only the quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian H

and the square-root ket |
√
p̂⟩. So in contrast to the Donsker-Varadhan optimization-formula of Eq. 52 for irreversible

processes that is not explicit, the Donsker-Varadhan formula for the rate function at level 2 is explicit for reversible
processes, and only involves the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H.
Let us now stress some important consequences of this formula:
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(i) If one replaces H by its spectral decomposition of Eq. 18, the rate function of Eq. 62 becomes

I [2][p̂(.)] =

N−1∑
n=1

En⟨
√
p̂|ψn⟩⟨ψn|

√
p̂⟩ =

N−1∑
n=1

En

(
⟨ψn|

√
p̂⟩
)2

(63)

that involves the (N − 1) excited energies En > 0 and the weights
(
⟨ψn|
√
p̂⟩
)2

of the square-root ket |
√
p̂⟩ on the

corresponding excited eigenstates ψn(C) with the normalization from Eq. 19

1 = ⟨
√
p̂|
√
p̂⟩ = ⟨

√
p̂|
(N−1∑
n=0

|ψn⟩⟨ψn|
)
|
√
p̂⟩ =

(
⟨ψ0|

√
p̂⟩
)2

+

N−1∑
n=1

(
⟨ψn|

√
p̂⟩
)2

(64)

(ii) If one replaces the hamiltonian H by its supersymmetric form of Eqs 21 22, the rate function of Eq. 62 becomes

a sum over the links of the positive contributions
(
⟨q[C′,C]|

√
p̂⟩
)2

corresponding to the square of the amplitude of

|
√
p̂⟩ on the link-kets |q[C′,C]⟩

I [2][p̂(.)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

⟨
√
p̂|q[C

′,C]⟩⟨q[C
′,C]|

√
p̂⟩ =

∑
C

∑
C′>C

(
⟨q[C

′,C]|
√
p̂⟩
)2

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)

[√
ψ0(C)

ψ0(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)−

√
ψ0(C ′)

ψ0(C)

√
p̂(C)

]2

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)
√
p∗(C)p∗(C ′)

[√
p̂(C ′)

p∗(C ′)
−

√
p̂(C)

p∗(C)

]2
(65)

where the last line was rewritten in terms of the steady state p∗(C) = ψ2
0(C) to show more clearly the cost of

an empirical density p̂(.) different from the steady state p∗(.), and to make the link with the formula of Eq. A22
concerning diffusion processes.

(iii) Another useful rewriting of the rate function given by the first line of Eq. 65

I [2][p̂(.)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

⟨q[C
′,C]|

√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂|q[C

′,C]⟩ ≡
∑
C

∑
C′>C

⟨q[C
′,C]|ρ̂|q[C

′,C]⟩ (66)

involves the empirical quantum density matrix ρ̂ associated to the square-root state |
√
p̂⟩

ρ̂ ≡ |
√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂| (67)

If there are N configurations C, the quantum density matrix ρ̂ is of size N × N , where the N diagonal elements
simply correspond to the empirical density p̂(C) of Eq. 31

⟨C|ρ̂|C⟩ = ⟨C|
√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂|C⟩ = p̂(C) =

1

T

∫ T

0

dtδC(t),C (68)

with the corresponding normalization concerning the trace of ρ̂

1 =
∑
C

p̂(C) =
∑
C

⟨C|ρ̂|C⟩ = Tr(ρ̂) (69)

while the symmetric off-diagonal elements C ′ ̸= C read

⟨C ′|ρ̂|C⟩ = ⟨C|ρ̂|C ′⟩ =
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) =

1

T

√√√√(∫ T

0

dt′δC(t′),C′

)(∫ T

0

dtδC(t),C

)
(70)

The expression of Eq. 66 means that the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] only involves:
(a) the N diagonal elements of Eq. 68
(b) the off-diagonal elements C ′ ̸= C of Eq. 70 that are related by non-vanishing transition rates D(C,C ′) > 0.
This formulation in terms of the density matrix ρ̂ = |

√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂| of Eq. 67 is useful for manybody models with local

transition rates, as will be discussed in section V on examples of pure or random spin chains.
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2. Explicit conditioned generator of a reversible generator w with respect to the empirical density p̂(.)

When the generator w satisfies detailed-balance, one can plug the parametrization of Eq. 9 and the left eigenvector
of Eq. 58 into Eq. 55 to obtain that the off-diagonal elements of the conditioned generator

for C ̸= C ′ : wCond[ω(.)](C,C ′) = l[ω(.)](C)w(C,C ′)
1

l[ω(.)](C)
=
ψ[ω(.)](C)√

p∗(C)
×
√
p∗(C)D(C,C ′)

1√
p∗(C ′)

× 1
ψ[ω(.)](C′)√

p∗(C′)

= ψ[ω(.)](C)D(C,C ′)
1

ψ[ω(.)](C ′)
≡
√
p̂(C)D(C,C ′)

1√
p̂(C ′)

(71)

satisfy detailed-balance with respect to the conditioned steady state given by the empirical density

p̂(C) = pCond[ω(C)] =
[
ψ[ω(.)](C)

]2
(72)

The diagonal elements of the conditioned generator can be then obtained from the off-diagonal elements of Eq. 71

wCond[ω(.)](C ′, C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

wCond[ω(.)](C,C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

√
p̂(C)D(C,C ′)

1√
p̂(C ′)

(73)

In summary, when the generator w is reversible, even if one cannot solve explicitly the eigenvalue equation for the
deformed-matrix w[ω(.)](C ′, C ′) of Eq. 39, one can nevertheless write the explicit expression of Eqs 71 73 for the
conditioned generator that will produce the given empirical density p̂(.) : it is thus clearer to forget the function ω(.)
and to write that the generator wCond[p̂(.)] conditioned to produce the given empirical density p̂(.) reads

wCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′) = D(C,C ′)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)
for C ̸= C ′

wCond[p̂(.)](C ′, C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

wCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

D(C,C ′)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)
(74)

Since this conditioned generator wCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′) satisfies detailed-balance with respect to the empirical density p̂(.),
it is useful to write the corresponding supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian via the similarity transformation analog
of Eq. 13

HCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′) = − 1√
p̂(C)

wCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′)
√
p̂(C ′) (75)

So the off-diagonal elements are the same as for the initial Hamiltonian H of Eq. 14

HCond[p̂(.)](C,C ′) = −D(C,C ′) = H(C ′, C) for C ′ ̸= C (76)

and the only changes occur in the diagonal elements

HCond[p̂(.)](C ′, C ′) = −wCond[p̂(.)](C ′, C ′) =
∑
C ̸=C′

D(C,C ′)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)
(77)

IV. LARGE DEVIATIONS AT LEVELS HIGHER THAN 2 FOR MARKOV JUMP PROCESSES

For a trajectory C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) over the large-time window t ∈ [0, T ] of the Markov jump process, besides the
empirical density p̂(.) of Eq. 31, it is also interesting to consider the empirical transition rates as measured from the
observed jumps between different configurations C ′ ̸= C

ŵ(C ′, C) ≡

1

T

∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+) ̸=C(t)

δC(t+),C′δC(t),C

p̂(C)
(78)

In this section, we describe how one can analyze the fluctuations of this empirical dynamics around the true dynamics
for large T , first for the case of an arbitrary generator w and then in the presence of detailed balance.
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A. Reminder on the explicit large deviations at level 2.5 for any Markov jump process

1. Stationarity constraints for the empirical transitions rates ŵ(., .) or for the empirical currents ĵ(., .)

In a Markov jump trajectory C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ), the difference between the number of arrivals into a given configuration
C and the number of departures from this same configuration C reads in terms of the the empirical density p̂(.) of
Eq. 31 and the empirical transition rates of Eq. 78

∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+) ̸=C(t)

δC(t+),C −
∑

t∈[0,T ]:C(t+ )̸=C(t)

δC(t),C = T

[∑
C′

ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)−
∑
C′

ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C)

]
(79)

On the other hand, this difference can only differ from zero by the boundary contributions [δC,C(T )− δC,C(0)] of order
O(1) involving the initial configuration C(0) and the final configuration C(T ), so that the coefficient of the large time
T on the right handside Eq. 79 should vanish for any C

0 =
∑
C′ ̸=C

[ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)− ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C)] (80)

This stationarity constraint means the empirical density p̂(C) should be the steady state of the empirical dynamics
governed by the empirical transition rates ŵ(C ′, C).
Instead of the empirical transition rates ŵ(C ′, C), one can introduce the symmetric empirical activities â(C,C ′) =

â(C ′, C) and the antisymmetric empirical currents ĵ(C,C ′) = −ĵ(C ′, C)

â(C,C ′) ≡ ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) = â(C ′, C)

ĵ(C,C ′) ≡ ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)− ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) = −ĵ(C ′, C) (81)

so that the constitutive constraints of Eq. 80 reduce to the divergenceless constraint for the empirical currents

0 =
∑
C′ ̸=C

ĵ(C,C ′) (82)

2. Explicit rate function I [2.5][p̂(.); ŵ(., .)] at level 2.5

For any Markov jump process, the joint distribution P [2.5]
T [p̂(.); ŵ(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) satisfying the

normalization of Eq. 32 and of the empirical transition rates ŵ(., .) satisfying the constitutive constraints of Eq. 80
follows the large deviation form for large T [13, 16, 19, 44, 70, 71, 73, 75–87]

P [2.5]
T [p̂(.); ŵ(., .)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)∏
C

δ

∑
C′ ̸=C

[ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C)− ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)]

 e−TI [2.5][p̂(.); ŵ(., .)](83)
where the explicit rate function at level 2.5 [13, 16, 19, 44, 70, 71, 73, 75–87]

I [2.5][p̂(.); ŵ(., .)] =
∑
C

p̂(C)
∑
C′ ̸=C

[
ŵ(C ′, C) ln

(
ŵ(C ′, C)

w(C ′, C)

)
− ŵ(C ′, C) + w(C ′, C)

]
(84)

is the relative entropy of the empirical Poisson dynamics with respect to the true Poisson dynamics, while full entropies
can be also be written explicitly (see for instance the detailed discussions in [73]).

For each link C ′ > C, if one replaces the two empirical transition rates ŵ(C ′, C) and ŵ(C,C ′) in terms of the

empirical activity â(C,C ′) and the empirical current ĵ(C,C ′) of the link given by Eq. 81

ŵ(C,C ′) =
â(C,C ′) + ĵ(C,C ′)

2p̂(C ′)

ŵ(C ′, C) =
â(C,C ′)− ĵ(C,C ′)

2p̂(C)
(85)
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the large deviations of Eq. 83 become for the joint distribution P [2.5]
T [p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) ,

of the empirical activities â(., .) and of the empirical currents ĵ(., .)

P [2.5]
T [p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)∏
C

δ

∑
C′ ̸=C

ĵ(C,C ′)

 e−TI [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)] (86)

with the explicit rate function

I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[
ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) ln

(
ŵ(C,C ′)

w(C,C ′)

)
− ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)

+ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) ln

(
ŵ(C ′, C)

w(C ′, C)

)
− ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) + w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

]
=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[
â(C,C ′) + ĵ(C,C ′)

2
ln

(
â(C,C ′) + ĵ(C,C ′)

2w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)

)
+
â(C,C ′)− ĵ(C,C ′)

2
ln

(
â(C,C ′)− ĵ(C,C ′)

2w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

)

−â(C,C ′) + w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

]
(87)

For any given empirical density p̂(.) and empirical activities â(., .), it is interesting to consider the reversal of all the

empirical currents ĵ(C,C ′)→ −ĵ(C,C ′) : the divergenceless constraint is still satisfied, while the difference between

the two rate functions reduce to the following linear contribution with respect to the empirical currents ĵ(C,C ′)

I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)]− I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .);−ĵ(., .)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

ĵ(C,C ′) ln

(
w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)

)
(88)

This can be considered as an example of the Gallavotti-Cohen fluctuation relations (see [4–6, 15, 19, 119–127] and
references therein).

In the following subsections, various intermediate levels between the standard level 2.5 discussed above and the
standard level 2 discussed in the previous section III will be discussed with the three non-standard notations 2.25′,
2.25 and 2.1 that are only meant to stress that the levels 2.25′ and 2.25 belong to two different contraction paths
between 2.5 and 2, and that the level 2.1 is intermediate between 2.25 and 2.

3. Explicit large deviations for the joint distribution P [2.25′]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] of the empirical density and the empirical currents

Since the activities â(C,C ′) do not appear in the constitutive constraints of Eq. 86, one can optimize the rate

function I [2.5][p̂(.); ; â(., .); ĵ(., .)] over the activities â(C,C ′)

0 =
∂I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)]

∂â(C,C ′)
=

1

2
ln

(
â2(C,C ′)− ĵ2(C,C ′)

4w(C,C ′)w(C ′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C ′)

)
(89)

to obtain their optimal values âopt(., .) as a function of the empirical density and empirical currents

âopt(C,C ′) =

√
ĵ2(C,C ′) + 4w(C,C ′)w(C ′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C ′) (90)

Plugging these optimal values into Eq. 87 yields the explicit rate function

I [2.25
′][p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] = I [2.5][p̂(.); âopt(., .); ĵ(., .)]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[√ĵ2(C,C′) + 4w(C,C′)w(C′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C′) + ĵ(C,C′)

2
ln


√

ĵ2(C,C′) + 4w(C,C′)w(C′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C′) + ĵ(C,C′)

2w(C,C′)p̂(C′)


+

√
ĵ2(C,C′) + 4w(C,C′)w(C′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C′)− ĵ(C,C′)

2
ln


√

ĵ2(C,C′) + 4w(C,C′)w(C′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C′)− ĵ(C,C′)

2w(C′, C)p̂(C)


−
√

ĵ2(C,C′) + 4w(C,C′)w(C′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C′) + w(C,C′)p̂(C′) + w(C′, C)p̂(C)

]
(91)
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that governs the large deviations of the joint distribution P [2.25′]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and of the

empirical currents ĵ(., .)

P [2.25′]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)∏
C

δ

∑
C′ ̸=C

ĵ(C,C ′)

 e−TI [2.25′][p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] (92)

For an arbitrary irreversible generator, this is usually the lowest level with explicit large deviations. In particular,

the optimization of P [2.25′]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] over the divergenceless empirical currents ĵ(., .) cannot be solved explicitly to

obtain an explicit expression for the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] at level 2 of the empirical density p̂(.), in consistency with
the discussions around Eq. 52 of the previous section.

Since in the previous section we have written the explicit form of Eq. 74 for the generator wCond[p̂(.)] conditioned to
produce the given empirical density p̂(.), it is worth mentioning that one can use Eqs 85 and 90 to write the generator

wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)] conditioned to produce the given empirical density p̂(.) and the given empirical currents ĵ(., .)

wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)](C,C ′) =
âopt(C,C ′) + ĵ(C,C ′)

2p̂(C ′)
=

√
ĵ2(C,C ′) + 4w(C,C ′)w(C ′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C ′) + ĵ(C,C ′)

2p̂(C ′)
for C ̸= C ′

wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)](C ′, C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)](C,C ′) (93)

B. Explicit contractions from the level 2.5 towards lower levels when the generator w(., .) is reversible

When the generator w satisfies detailed-balance, one can still be interested into the large deviations involving non-
vanishing empirical currents ĵ(., .) ̸= 0 as described by the explicit level 2.5 of Eq. 87 or the explicit level 2.25 of

Eq. 92, ou into the conditioning of the reversible generator into an irreversible generator wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)] of Eq. 93
producing non-vanishing empirical currents ĵ(., .) ̸= 0, but one can also write further explicit rate functions involving

vanishing empirical currents ĵ(., .) = 0 as described in the present subsection.

1. Explicit level 2.25 for joint distribution P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); â(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the empirical activities â(., .)

When the generator w satisfies detailed-balance, the Gallavotti-Cohen symmetry of Eq. 88 reduces to the symmetry
upon reversal of all empirical currents

I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)]− I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .);−ĵ(., .)] = 0 (94)

For any given empirical density p̂(.) and any given empirical activities â(., .), one then expects from a physical point

of view that the rate function I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵ(., .)] is maximal for vanishing currents, as can be checked via a short
explicit calculation (see for instance the Appendix B of [59]), while the divergence constraint is trivially satisfied. So
one can plug these optimal vanishing values

ĵopt(C,C ′) = 0 (95)

into Eq. 87 to obtain the explicit rate function

I [2.25][p̂(.); â(., .)] = I [2.5][p̂(.); â(., .); ĵopt(., .) = 0]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[
â(C,C ′)

2
ln

(
â2(C,C ′)

4w(C,C ′)w(C ′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C ′)

)
− â(C,C ′) + w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

]
(96)

that governs the large deviations for the joint distribution P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); â(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the

empirical activities â(., .)

P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); â(., .)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2.25][p̂(.); â(., .)] (97)
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The fact that all the empirical currents of Eq. 81 vanish

0 = ĵ(C,C ′) = ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)− ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) (98)

mean that the empirical transition rates ŵ(., .) satisfy detailed-balance with respect to the empirical density p̂(.), so

that it is useful to introduce the empirical symmetric matrix D̂(., .) to write the parametrization analog to Eq. 9

ŵDB(C ′, C) = D̂(C ′, C)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)
(99)

so that the empirical activities of Eq. 81 become

â(C,C ′) = ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C) = 2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) (100)

Since in the previous section we have written the explicit form of Eq. 74 for the generator wCond[p̂(.)] conditioned
to produce the given empirical density p̂(.), it is worth mentioning that one can use Eqs 99 and 100 to write the
generator wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)] conditioned to produce the given empirical density p̂(.) and the given empirical activities
â(., .)

wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)](C,C ′) =
â(C,C ′)

2p̂(C ′)
for C ̸= C ′

wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)](C ′, C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)](C,C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

â(C,C ′)

2p̂(C ′)
(101)

One can use the parametrizations of Eqs 9 and 99 in order to translate Eq. 97 into the joint distribution

P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); D̂(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and of the empirical symmetric matrix D̂(., .)

P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); D̂(., .)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] (102)

with the explicit rate function

I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[
2D̂(C ′, C)

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) ln

(
D̂(C ′, C)

D(C ′, C)

)
− 2D̂(C ′, C)

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)
p̂(C ′) +D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)
p̂(C)

]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[
2D̂(C ′, C) ln

(
D̂(C ′, C)

D(C ′, C)

)
− 2D̂(C ′, C)

+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)
+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)

]
(103)

2. Recovering the explicit level 2 for the empirical density p̂(.) via contractions of higher levels

Within the present perspective, the large deviations at level 2 for the empirical density p̂(.) discussed in the previous
section III can be recovered via two possible contractions :

(i) The optimization of P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] of Eq. 97 over the empirical currents ĵ(., .) corresponds to vanishing

currents ĵopt(., .) = 0 as in Eq. 95 and leads to the rate function at level 2

I [2][p̂(.)] = I [2.25][p̂(.); ĵopt(., .) = 0]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[
−
√

4w(C,C ′)w(C ′, C)p̂(C)p̂(C ′) + w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + w(C ′, C)p̂(C)

]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[√
w(C ′, C)p̂(C)−

√
w(C,C ′)p̂(C ′)

]2
(104)



16

where one can plug the detailed-balance parametrization of Eq. 9 for the reversible generator w to recover Eq. 65

I [2][p̂(.)] =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)
√
p∗(C ′)p∗(C)

[√
p̂(C)

p∗(C)
−

√
p̂(C ′)

p∗(C ′)

]2
(105)

(ii) The optimization of the rate function I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] of Eq. 103 over the empirical matrix elements D̂(.)

0 =
∂I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)]

∂D̂(C ′, C)
= 2
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) ln

(
D̂(C ′, C)

D(C ′, C)

)
(106)

yields that the optimal values D̂opt(C ′, C) coincide with the true matrix elements D(C ′, C)

D̂opt(C ′, C) = D(C ′, C) (107)

So the rate function at level 2 for the empirical density p̂(.) can be also found by plugging this optimal value into the
rate function of Eq. 103

I [2][p̂(.)] = I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂opt(., .) = D(., .)]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[
− 2D(C ′, C) +D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)
+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)

]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)
√
p∗(C ′)p∗(C)

[
− 2

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)√
p∗(C ′)p∗(C)

+
p̂(C)

p∗(C)
+

p̂(C ′)

p∗(C ′)

]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)
√
p∗(C ′)p∗(C)

[√
p̂(C)

p∗(C)
−

√
p̂(C ′)

p∗(C ′)

]2
(108)

to recover Eq. 65 and 105.

3. Explicit level 2.1 for the joint distribution P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the total empirical activity Â

The total empirical activity Â(., .) is defined as the sum of the local activities â(C,C ′) of Eq. 100 over all the links

Â ≡
∑
C

∑
C′>C

â(C,C ′) =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

[ŵ(C,C ′)p̂(C ′) + ŵ(C ′, C)p̂(C)]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) (109)

In terms of the trajectory C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) over the large-time window t ∈ [0, T ], Eqs 78 and 81 yield that the total

empirical activity Â multiplied by T

TÂ =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

 ∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+) ̸=C(t)

(
δC(t+),C′δC(t),C + δC(t+),C′δC(t),C

)
=

∑
t∈[0,T ]:C(t+) ̸=C(t)

1 ≡ N̂T (110)

simply represents the total number NT of jumps observed along the trajectory C(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) during the time-
window [0, T ]. This observable has attracted a lot of interest in the field of reversible glassy dynamics, in particular
for Kinetically-Constrained-Models (see the reviews [43, 128–131] and references therein), and its large deviations
properties have been much studied in various models [24–26, 43, 59, 64, 132–140].

The joint distribution P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the total empirical activity Â(., .) can be

obtained from the integration of Eq. 102 over D̂(., .) in the presence of the constraint that imposes the correct value
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for the total activity of Eq. 109

P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] =

∫
dD̂(., .)P [2.25]

T [p̂(.); D̂(., .)]δ

(∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)− Â

)

≃
T→+∞

δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)∫
dD̂(., .)e−TI

[2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)]δ

(∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)− Â

)

≃
T→+∞

δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2.1][p̂(.); Â] (111)

So the rate function I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] corresponds to the optimization of the rate function I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] over D̂(., .)
in the presence of the constraint that can be taken into account via the Lagrange multiplier λ in the Lagrangian

L[D̂(., .)] = I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] + λ

(∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)− Â

)

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[
2D̂(C ′, C) ln

(
D̂(C ′, C)

D(C ′, C)

)
− 2D̂(C ′, C) +D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)
+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)

]

+λ

(∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)− Â

)
(112)

The optimization of this Lagrangian over the empirical matrix elements D̂(.)

0 =
∂L[D̂(., .)]

∂D̂(C ′, C)
= 2
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[
ln

(
D̂(C ′, C)

D(C ′, C)

)
+ λ

]
(113)

yields that the optimal values D̂opt(C ′, C) are simply proportional to the true matrix elements D(C ′, C)

D̂opt(C ′, C) = D(C ′, C)e−λ (114)

where the common factor e−λ is determined by the satisfaction of the constraint

Â =
∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D̂opt(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) = e−λ

∑
C

∑
C′>C

2Dopt(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) ≡ e−λA[p̂(.)] (115)

where we have introduced the notation

A[p̂(.)] ≡
∑
C

∑
C′>C

2D(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) (116)

for the total activity that would be produced by the empirical density p̂(.) in the presence of the true matrix elements
D(C ′, C). Plugging the optimal values

D̂opt(C ′, C) = D(C ′, C)e−λ = D(C ′, C)
Â

A[p̂(.)]
(117)

into the rate function I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂(., .)] of Eq. 103 yields the explicit rate function

I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] = I [2.25][p̂(.); D̂opt(., .)]

=
∑
C

∑
C′>C

√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[
2D(C ′, C)

Â

A[p̂(.)]
ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
− 2D(C ′, C)

Â

A[p̂(.)]

+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)
+D(C ′, C)

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)

]

= Â ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
− Â+

∑
C

∑
C′>C

D(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C)

[√
p∗(C)

p∗(C ′)

√
p̂(C ′)

p̂(C)
+

√
p∗(C ′)

p∗(C)

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)

]
(118)
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In particular, the difference with the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] of Eq. 108 concerning the empirical density p̂(.) alone
reduces to the simple expression

I [2.1][p̂(.); Â]− I [2][p̂(.)] = Â ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
− Â+A[p̂(.)] (119)

that represents the additional cost for having an empirical activity Â different from the activity A[p̂(.)] of Eq. 116.
Since one recognizes the rate function associated to Poisson processes, the physical meaning is that once the empirical
density p̂(.) is given, the conditional probability P(N̂T = TÂ|p̂(.)) to see the total number of jumps N̂T = TÂ of Eq.
110 can be considered as the following Poisson distribution of average Nav

T = TA[p̂(.)]

P(N̂T = TÂ|p̂(.)) = (Nav
T )N̂T e−N

av
T

N̂T !
=

(TA[p̂(.)])TÂe−TA[p̂(.)]

(TÂ)!

≃
T→+∞

e
−T

[
Â ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
−Â+A[p̂(.)]

]
(120)

where the Stirling approximation was used for the factorial to obtain that the rate function for large T coincides
with Eq. 119. Another way to characterize this Poisson statistics of the total empirical activity A once the empirical

density p̂(.) is given, is by considering the generating function with respect to A of the joint distribution P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â]

of Eq. 111 using Eq. 119

Z [2.1]
T [p̂(.);λ] ≡

∫ +∞

0

dÂe−TλÂP [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)∫ +∞

0

dÂe−TλÂ− TI
[2.1][p̂(.); Â]

≃
T→+∞

δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2][p̂(.)]
∫ +∞

0

dÂe
−T

[
λÂ+Â ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
−Â+A[p̂(.)]

]
(121)

The saddle-point evaluation for large T leads to the optimal value Âopt = e−λA[p̂(.)] and to the final result

Z [2.1]
T [p̂(.);λ] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e
−T

[
I [2][p̂(.)] + (1− e−λ)A[p̂(.)]

]
(122)

It is interesting to rewrite Eq. 116 in terms of the off-diagonal matrix elements H(C ′, C) = −D(C,C ′) of Eq. 14
of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H

A[p̂(.)] =
∑
C

∑
C′ ̸=C

D(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) = −

∑
C

∑
C′ ̸=C

H(C ′, C)
√
p̂(C ′)p̂(C) = ⟨

√
p̂|(−Hoff )|

√
p̂⟩ (123)

while the rate function at level 2 of Eq. 62 reads in terms of the matrix elements of the diagonal part Hdiag and of
the off-diagonal part Hoff of the Hamiltonian H

I [2][p̂(.)] = ⟨
√
p̂|H|

√
p̂⟩ = ⟨

√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩+ ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ (124)

In conclusion, the rate function I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] of Eq. 119 can be rewritten in terms of the two matrix elements
⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ and ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩

I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] = I [2][p̂(.)] + Â ln

(
Â

A[p̂(.)]

)
− Â+A[p̂(.)]

= ⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩+ Â ln

(
Â

⟨
√
p̂|(−Hoff )|

√
p̂⟩

)
− Â (125)

while the generating function of Eq. 122 becomes

Z [2.1]
T [p̂(.);λ] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e
−T

[
⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩+ e−λ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩
]

≃
T→+∞

δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e
−T

[
⟨
√
p̂|
(
Hdiag + e−λHoff

)
|
√
p̂⟩
]

(126)
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Since we have written the explicit form of Eq. 74 for the generator wCond[p̂(.)] conditioned to produce the given
empirical density p̂(.), as well as the explicit form of Eq. 101 the generator wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)] conditioned to produce
the given empirical density p̂(.) and the given empirical activities â(., .), it is worth mentioning that one can use Eq

117 to write the generator wCond[p̂(.);Â] conditioned to produce the given empirical density p̂(.) and the given total

empirical activity Â in terms of the function A[p̂(.)] of Eq. 123

wCond[p̂(.);Â](C,C ′) = D(C,C ′)
Â

A[p̂(.)]

√
p̂(C)

p̂(C ′)
for C ̸= C ′

wCond[p̂(.);Â](C ′, C ′) = −
∑
C ̸=C′

wCond[p̂(.);Â](C,C ′) (127)

4. Link with the large deviations of the total empirical activity Â alone

If one is interested into the distribution PT [Â] of the empirical activity Â alone, one can integrate the joint

distribution P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] of Eq. 111 over the empirical density p̂(.)

PT [Â] =

∫
dp̂(.)P [2.1]

T [p̂(.); Â]

≃
T→+∞

∫
dp̂(.)δ

(∑
C

p̂(C)− 1

)
e−TI

[2.1][p̂(.); Â] ≃
T→+∞

e−TI[Â] (128)

while its generating function ZT [λ] corresponds to the integration of Z [2.1]
T [p̂(.);λ] of Eqs 121 126 over the empirical

density p̂(.)

ZT [λ] ≡
∫ +∞

0

dÂe−TλÂPT [Â] =
∫
dp̂(.)Z [2.1]

T [p̂(.);λ]

≃
T→+∞

∫
dp̂(.)δ

(∑
C

[√
p̂(C)

]2
− 1

)
e
−T

[
⟨
√
p̂|
(
Hdiag + e−λHoff

)
|
√
p̂⟩
]
≃

T→+∞
e−TE(λ) (129)

For large T , one needs to minimize the energy ⟨
√
p̂|
(
Hdiag + e−λHoff

)
|
√
p̂⟩ of the deformed quantum Hamiltonian

H [λ] ≡ Hdiag + e−λHoff (130)

for the normalized ket |
√
p̂⟩ : one recognizes the well-known variational definition of the ground state energy E0(λ)

associated to the ground state ψ
[λ]
0 (C) for the deformed quantum Hamiltonian H [λ]

E(λ)|ψ[λ]
0 ⟩ = H [λ]|ψ[λ]

0 ⟩ =
(
Hdiag + e−λHoff

)
|ψ[λ]

0 ⟩ (131)

As it should, one thus recovers the standard method to study the large deviations of the empirical activity Â alone,
based on the eigenvalue problem of Eq. 131 for the Hamiltonian of Eq. 130 where the off-diagonal part Hoff is
deformed by the coefficient e−λ, but this eigenvalue problem cannot be solved explicitly in general.

V. APPLICATION TO PURE OR RANDOM SPIN CHAINS WITH LOCAL TRANSITION RATES

The goal of this section is to show that for many-body models with local transition rates, the quantum density
matrix ρ̂ = |

√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂| introduced in Eq. 67 is useful in order to rewrite the various rate functions in terms of reduced

density matrices involving only a few neighboring degrees of freedom. For concreteness, we will focus on pure or
random spin chains spin chains with single-spin-flip or two-spin-flip transition rates.
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A. Two-spin-flip dynamics of spin chains with factorized steady states

In this subsection, we consider the simple example of a spin chain of N spins with periodic boundary conditions
where the steady state is factorized over the sites

P∗(C = {S1, S2, .., SN}) =

N∏
i=1

p
[i]
∗ (Si)

p
[i]
∗ (Si = ±1) =

eβhiSi

eβhi + e−βhi
(132)

while the steady state p
[i]
∗ (Si = ±1) for the spin Si = ±1 is parametrized by field hi that may depend on i. We focus

on the local two-spin-flip dynamics that can be interpreted as reversible exclusion processes with dimer evaporation
and dimer deposition [141], and also appear in the Domain-Wall formulation of the Glauber single-spin-flip dynamics
of the Ising chain [27, 142].

1. Supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian H associated to the two-spin-flip dynamics

For a given spin Si = ±, the local Hilbert space |Si = ±⟩ is of dimension two, so the operators acting on this
Hilbert space correspond to 2× 2 matrices. The standard basis used in quantum mechanics is given by the four Pauli
matrices σa=0,x,y,z

i , but for our present purposes it will be more convenient to work directly with the four matrix
elements of 2× 2 matrices, i.e. with the two projectors for the diagonal part

π+
i ≡ |(+)i⟩⟨(+)i| =

1 + σzi
2

π−
i ≡ |(−)i⟩⟨(−)i| =

1− σzi
2

(133)

and with the two ladder operators for the off-diagonal part

σ+
i ≡ |(+)i⟩⟨(−)i| =

σxi + iσyi
2

σ−
i ≡ |(−)i⟩⟨(+)i| =

σxi − iσ
y
i

2
(134)

We focus on the two-spin-flip dynamics of two neighboring spins (Si, Si+1)→ (−Si,−Si+1) while the other (N − 2)
spins Sj ̸=(i,i+1) remain unchanged, so the off-diagonal part of the quantum Hamiltonian of Eq. 14 can be written as

Hoff = −
N∑
i=1

[
DF
i+ 1

2

(
σ+
i σ

+
i+1 + σ−

i σ
−
i+1

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
σ+
i σ

−
i+1 + σ−

i σ
+
i+1

)]
(135)

where the coefficients DF
i+ 1

2

≥ 0 parametrize the two-spin-flip rates of (Si, Si+1) between the two ferromagnetic states

(++↔ −−) via Eq. 9

w[(+)i(+)i+1 ← (−)i(−)i+1] = DF
i+ 1

2

√√√√p
[i]
∗ (+)p

[i+1]
∗ (+)

p
[i]
∗ (−)p[i+1]

∗ (−)
= DF

i+ 1
2
eβ(hi+hi+1)

w[(−)i(−)i+1 ← (+)i(+)i+1] = DF
i+ 1

2

√√√√p
[i]
∗ (−)p[i+1]

∗ (−)
p
[i]
∗ (+)p

[i+1]
∗ (+)

= DF
i+ 1

2
e−β(hi+hi+1) (136)

while the coefficients DAF
i+ 1

2

≥ 0 parametrize the two-spin-flip rates of (Si, Si+1) between the two antiferromagnetic

states (+− ↔ −+)

w[(+)i(−)i+1 ← (−)i(+)i+1] = DAF
i+ 1

2

√√√√p
[i]
∗ (+)p

[i+1]
∗ (−)

p
[i]
∗ (−)p[i+1]

∗ (+)
= DAF

i+ 1
2
eβ(hi−hi+1)

w[(−)i(+)i+1 ← (+)i(−)i+1] = DAF
i+ 1

2

√√√√p
[i]
∗ (−)p[i+1]

∗ (+)

p
[i]
∗ (+)p

[i+1]
∗ (−)

= DAF
i+ 1

2
eβ(−hi+hi+1) (137)
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The diagonal part of Eq. 15 then reads

Hdiag =

N∑
i=1

∑
Si=±1

∑
Si+1=±1

w[−Si,−Si+1 ← Si, Si+1]π
Si
i π

Si+1

i+1

=

N∑
i=1

[
DF
i+ 1

2

(
eβ(hi+hi+1)π−

i π
−
i+1 + e−β(hi+hi+1)π+

i π
+
i+1

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
eβ(hi−hi+1)π−

i π
+
i+1 + eβ(−hi+hi+1)π+

i π
−
i+1

)]
(138)

Finally, the full Hamiltonian H can be written in the supersymmetric form of Eqs 21 22

H = Hdiag +Hoff =

N∑
i=1

[
|qFi+ 1

2
⟩⟨qFi+ 1

2
|+ |qAFi+ 1

2
⟩⟨qAFi+ 1

2
|
]

(139)

with the kets of Eq. 23

|qFi+ 1
2
⟩ ≡

√
DF
i+ 1

2

(
|(+)i(+)i+1⟩
e

β
2 (hi+hi+1)

− |(−)i(−)i+1⟩
e−

β
2 (hi+hi+1)

)
|qAFi+ 1

2
⟩ ≡

√
DAF
i+ 1

2

(
|(+)i(−)i+1⟩
e

β
2 (hi−hi+1)

− |(−)i(+)i+1⟩
e

β
2 (−hi+hi+1)

)
(140)

2. Consequences for the explicit rate functions at level 2 and at level 2.1

For the Hamiltonian of Eq. 139, the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] of Eq. 66 involving the empirical quantum density
matrix ρ̂ = |

√
p̂⟩⟨
√
p̂|

I [2][p̂(.)] = ⟨
√
p̂|H|

√
p̂⟩ = Tr(Hρ̂) =

N∑
i=1

[
⟨qFi+ 1

2
|ρ̂i,i+1|qFi+ 1

2
⟩+ ⟨qAFi+ 1

2
|ρ̂i,i+1|qAFi+ 1

2
⟩
]

(141)

only involves the reduced quantum density matrices ρ̂i,i+1 of size 4×4 associated to the two neighboring spins (i, i+1)
after taking the trace over all the other spins Sj ̸=(i,i+1)

ρ̂i,i+1 ≡ Trj ̸=(i,i+1)(ρ̂) =
∑

S1=±1

...
∑

Si−1=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

⟨S1, .., Si−1;Si+2, ..SN |ρ̂|S1, .., Si−1;Si+2, ..SN ⟩ (142)

The real symmetric matrix elements read in terms of the empirical density p̂(.)

⟨S′
i, S

′
i+1|ρ̂i,i+1|Si, Si+1⟩ =

∑
S1=±1

...
∑

Si−1=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

⟨S1, .., Si−1, S
′
i, S

′
i+1, Si+2, ..SN |ρ̂|S1, .., Si−1S

′
i, Si+1Si+2, ..SN ⟩

=
∑

S1=±1

...
∑

Si−1=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

√
p̂(S1, .., Si−1, S′

i, S
′
i+1, Si+2, ..SN )p̂(S1, .., Si−1, Si, Si+1, Si+2, ..SN ) (143)

Let us now compute separately the contributions of the diagonal and off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian in Eq.
141:

(i) the matrix element involving the diagonal part Hdiag of Eq. 138

⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ =

N∑
i=1

Tr(i,i+1)

([
DF
i+ 1

2

(
eβ(hi+hi+1)π−

i π
−
i+1 + e−β(hi+hi+1)π+

i π
+
i+1

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
eβ(hi−hi+1)π−

i π
+
i+1 + eβ(−hi+hi+1)π+

i π
−
i+1

)]
ρ̂i,i+1

)
=

N∑
i=1

[
DF
i+ 1

2

(
eβ(hi+hi+1)⟨− − |ρ̂i,i+1| − −⟩+ e−β(hi+hi+1)⟨++ |ρ̂i,i+1|++⟩

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
eβ(hi−hi+1)⟨−+ |ρ̂i,i+1| −+⟩+ eβ(−hi+hi+1)⟨+− |ρ̂i,i+1|+−⟩

)]
(144)
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only involves the diagonal elements (S′
i, S

′
i+1) = (Si, Si+1) of the reduced density matrices ρi,i+1 of Eq. 143

⟨Si, Si+1|ρ̂i,i+1|Si, Si+1⟩ =
∑

S1=±1

...
∑

Si−1=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

p̂(S1, .., Si−1, Si, Si+1, Si+1, ..SN )

=
∑

S1=±1

...
∑

Si−1=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

1

T

∫ T

0

dt

N∏
n=1

δSn(t),Sn
=

1

T

∫ T

0

dtδSi(t),Si
δSi+1(t),Si+1

≡ p̂i,i+1(Si, Si+1)(145)

that represent the empirical local density p̂i,i+1(Si, Si+1) of the two spins on sites (i, i+1) during the long trajectory
over the time-window [0, T ] independently of the values of the other spins j ̸= (i, i+ 1), with the normalization

Tr(i,i+1)(ρ̂i,i+1) =
∑
Si=±

∑
Si+1=±

⟨Si, Si+1|ρ̂i,i+1|Si, Si+1⟩ =
∑
Si=±

∑
Si+1=±

p̂i,i+1(Si, Si+1) = 1 (146)

So Eq. 144 only involves the empirical two-spin densities p̂i,i+1(Si, Si+1)

⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ =

N∑
i=1

[
DF
i+ 1

2

(
eβ(hi+hi+1)p̂i,i+1(−−) + e−β(hi+hi+1)p̂i,i+1(++)

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
eβ(hi−hi+1)p̂i,i+1(−+) + eβ(−hi+hi+1)p̂i,i+1(+−)

)]
(147)

(ii) the matrix element involving the off-diagonal part Hoff of Eq. 135

−⟨
√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ =

N∑
i=1

Tr(i,i+1)

([
DF
i+ 1

2

(
σ+
i σ

+
i+1 + σ−

i σ
−
i+1

)
+DAF

i+ 1
2

(
σ+
i σ

−
i+1 + σ−

i σ
+
i+1

)]
ρ̂i,i+1

)
=

N∑
i=1

[
DF
i+ 1

2
(⟨++ |ρ̂i,i+1| − −⟩+ ⟨− − |ρ̂i,i+1|++⟩) +DAF

i+ 1
2
(⟨+− |ρ̂i,i+1| −+⟩+ ⟨−+ |ρ̂i,i+1|+−⟩)

]

=

N∑
i=1

[
2DF

i+ 1
2
⟨++ |ρ̂i,i+1| − −⟩+ 2DAF

i+ 1
2
⟨+− |ρ̂i,i+1| −+⟩

]
(148)

only involves the off-diagonal elements ⟨++ |ρ̂i,i+1|−−⟩ = ⟨−−|ρ̂i,i+1|++⟩ and ⟨+−|ρ̂i,i+1|−+⟩ = ⟨−+ |ρ̂i,i+1|+−⟩
of the symmetric reduced quantum density matrices ρ̂i,i+1 of Eq. 142.

In conclusion, the rate functions I [2][p̂(.)] and I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] of Eqs 124 and 125 can be written in terms of the two
matrix elements ⟨

√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ and ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ of Eqs 147 and 148 that only contain matrix elements of the

two-spin reduced density matrices ρ̂i,i+1.

3. Simplifications in the presence of translation-invariance for the spin chain

In the presence of translation invariance, all the fields hi parametrizing the steady state of Eq. 132 coincide, and

all the coefficients DF,AF

i+ 1
2

of Eq. 135 are independent of the site i

hi = h

DF
i+ 1

2
= DF

DAF
i+ 1

2
= DAF (149)

Then the off-diagonal part Hoff of Eq. 135 and the diagonal part Hdiag of Eq. 138 reduce to

Hoff = −
N∑
i=1

[
DF

(
σ+
i σ

+
i+1 + σ−

i σ
−
i+1

)
+DAF

(
σ+
i σ

−
i+1 + σ−

i σ
+
i+1

)]
Hdiag =

N∑
i=1

[
DF

(
e2βhπ−

i π
−
i+1 + e−2βhπ+

i π
+
i+1

)
+DAF

(
π−
i π

+
i+1 + π+

i π
−
i+1

)]
(150)
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while the supersymmetric form of Eq. 139 for the Hamiltonian now involves the kets

|qFi+ 1
2
⟩ ≡

√
DF

(
|(+)i(+)i+1⟩

eβh
− |(−)i(−)i+1⟩

e−βh

)
|qAFi+ 1

2
⟩ ≡

√
DAF (|(+)i(−)i+1⟩ − |(−)i(+)i+1⟩) (151)

As a consequence, the diagonal matrix element of Eq. 147

⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ =

N∑
i=1

[
DF

(
e2βhp̂i,i+1(−−) + e−2βhp̂i,i+1(++)

)
+DAF (p̂i,i+1(−+) + p̂i,i+1(+−))

]
= N

[
DF

(
e2βhp̂av2 (−−) + e−2βhp̂av2

)
+DAF (p̂av2 + p̂av2 )

]
(152)

only involves the spatial-average over the N sites of the empirical two-spin densities p̂i,i+1(S, S
′)

p̂av2 (S, S′) ≡ 1

N

N∑
i=1

p̂i,i+1(S, S
′) (153)

while the off-diagonal matrix element Eq. 148

−⟨
√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ =

N∑
i=1

[
2DF ⟨++ |ρ̂i,i+1| − −⟩+ 2DAF ⟨+− |ρ̂i,i+1| −+⟩

]
= N

[
2DF ⟨++ |ρ̂av2 | − −⟩+ 2DAF ⟨+− |ρ̂av2 | −+⟩

]
(154)

only involves the spatial-averages of the two-spin-flip matrix elements of the density matrices ρ̂i,i+1

⟨−S,−S′|ρ̂av2 |S, S′⟩ ≡ 1

N

N∑
i=1

⟨−S,−S′|ρ̂i,i+1|S, S′⟩ (155)

Finally, the rate function I [2][p̂(.)] of Eq. 141 based on the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H with the kets of Eq.
151 becomes

I [2][p̂(.)] = NDF

(
⟨++ |
eβh

− ⟨− − |
e−βh

)
ρ̂av2

(
|++⟩
eβh

− | − −⟩
e−βh

)
+NDAF

(
⟨+− | − ⟨−+ |

)
ρ̂av2

(
|+−⟩ − | −+⟩

)
(156)

in terms of the spatial-average ρ̂av2 of the density matrices ρ̂i,i+1

ρ̂av2 ≡ 1

N

N∑
i=1

ρ̂i,i+1 (157)

B. Single-spin-flip dynamics of spin chains with Ising steady states

In this subsection, we consider a spin chain of N spins where the steady state is given by the Boltzmann distribution
associated to the Ising energy containing fields hi on sites i = 1, .., N and couplings Ji+ 1

2
between nearest-neighboring

spins (Si, Si+1)

P∗(C = {S1, S2, .., SN}) =
e

β

N∑
i=1

(
hiSi + Ji+ 1

2
SiSi+1

)
ZN

(158)

while the partition function ZN ensures the normalization over the 2N configurations.
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1. Supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian associated to single-spin-flip dynamics

In this section, we focus on the single-spin-flip dynamics Si → −Si described by the Pauli matrix σxi = σ+
i + σ−

i ,
while the other (N − 1) spins Sj ̸=i remain unchanged. So the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian of Eq. 14 can be
written as

Hoff = −
N∑
i=1

[
D++
i π+

i−1σ
x
i π

+
i+1 +D−−

i π−
i−1σ

x
i π

−
i+1 +D+−

i π+
i−1σ

x
i π

−
i+1 +D−+

i π−
i−1σ

x
i π

+
i+1

]
(159)

where the four coefficients D
Si−1=±,Si+1=±
i ≥ 0 parametrize the single-spin-flip rates of Si as a function of the values

of two neighboring spins (Si−1, Si+1), while π
±
j are the projectors introduced in Eq. 133.

The diagonal part of Eq. 15 then reads using the steady state of Eq. 158

Hdiag =

N∑
i=1

∑
S=±

∑
S′=±

DSS′

i πSi−1

(
e
−β(J

i− 1
2
S+hi+Ji+1

2
S′)
π+
i + e

β(J
i− 1

2
S+hi+Ji+1

2
S′)
π−
i

)
πS

′

i+1 (160)

Finally, the full Hamiltonian H can be written in the supersymmetric form of Eqs 21 22

H = Hdiag +Hoff =

N∑
i=1

∑
S=±

∑
S′=±

|qSS
′

i ⟩⟨qSS
′

i | (161)

with the kets of Eq. 23

|qSS
′

i ⟩ ≡
√
DSS′
i

(
|Si−1 = S;Si = +;Si+1 = S′⟩

e
β
2 (J

i− 1
2
S+hi+Ji+1

2
S′)

− |Si−1 = S;Si = −;Si+1 = S′⟩

e
− β

2 (J
i− 1

2
S+hi+Ji+1

2
S′)

)
(162)

2. Consequences for the explicit rate functions at level 2 and at level 2.1

So the difference with the the subsection VB is that the rate functions I [2][p̂(.)] and I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] of Eqs 124 and 125
written in terms of the two matrix elements ⟨

√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ and ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ of Eqs 147 and 148 will now involve

matrix elements of the three-spin reduced density matrices ρ̂i−1,i,i+1

ρ̂i−1,i,i+1 ≡ Trj ̸=(i−1,i,i+1)(ρ̂)

=
∑

S1=±1

...
∑

Si−2=±1

∑
Si+2=±1

...
∑

SN=±1

⟨S1, .., Si−2;Si+2, ..SN |ρ̂|S1, .., Si−2;Si+2, ..SN ⟩ (163)

instead of the two -spin reduced density matrices ρ̂i,i+1 of Eq. 142.

3. Simplifications in the presence of translation-invariance for the spin chain

In the presence of translation invariance of the parameters

hi = h

DSS′

i = DSS′
(164)

the matrix elements ⟨
√
p̂|Hdiag|

√
p̂⟩ and ⟨

√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩ and thus the rate functions I [2][p̂(.)] and I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] will now

involve the the spatial-average ρ̂av3 of the three-spin density matrices ρ̂i−1,i,i+1 of Eq. 163

ρ̂av3 ≡ 1

N

N∑
i=1

ρ̂i−1,i,i+1 (165)

instead of Eq. 157.
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C. Discussion

As shown by these two examples of inhomogeneous chains of N spins with N = 2N configurations, where the
transitions rates are local in space and involve only two or three neighboring spins, the density matrix ρ̂ of size N ×N
actually appears in rate functions only via its N reduced density matrices ρ̂i,i+1 or ρ̂i−1,i,i+1 involving only two or
three neighboring spins. In the presence of translation invariance, the simplifications are even greater, since only the
spatial-average ρ̂av2 or ρ̂av3 actually appears in rate functions.

These simplifications of rate functions in terms of reduced density matrices can be adapted for other reversible
dynamics of pure or inhomogeneous many-body models with local transition rates.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In the main text, we have revisited the explicit large deviations at various levels of reversible Markov jump processes
from the perspective of the quantum Hamiltonian H that can be obtained from the Markov generator via a similarity
transformation, whose supersymmetric properties were recalled in subsection II B 3.

We have first focused on the large deviations at level 2 concerning the distribution of the empirical density p̂(C)
seen during a large-time window [0, T ] in order to rewrite the explicit Donsker-Varadhan rate function at level 2 for
a reversible Markov jump process as the matrix element I [2][p̂(.)] = ⟨

√
p̂|H|
√
p̂⟩ of Eq. 62 that involves only the

quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian H and the square-root ket |
√
p̂⟩, with the consequences of Eqs 64 65 66. We

have also discussed the corresponding explicit generator wCond[p̂(.)] conditioned to produce the given empirical density
p̂(.) in Eq. 74.

We have then recalled the explicit level 2.5 concerning the joint distribution of the empirical density p̂(C) and of the
empirical transitions between configurations in order to discuss various intermediate levels between 2.5 and 2 whose
rate functions are still explicit for reversible Markov jump processes, namely :

(i) the joint distribution P [2.25′]
T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the empirical currents ĵ(., .) in Eqs 91

92, with the corresponding conditioned generator wCond[p̂(.);ĵ(.,.)] of Eq. 93;

(ii) the joint distribution P [2.25]
T [p̂(.); â(., .)] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the empirical activities â(., .) in Eqs

96 97, with the corresponding conditioned generator wCond[p̂(.);â(.,.)] of Eq. 101;

(iii) the joint distribution P [2.1]
T [p̂(.); Â] of the empirical density p̂(.) and the total empirical activity Â(., .) of Eq. 111

118 119, where the rate function I [2.1][p̂(.); Â] was rewritten in Eq. 125 in terms of the two matrix elements ⟨
√
p̂|H|
√
p̂⟩

and ⟨
√
p̂|Hoff |

√
p̂⟩, with the corresponding expression of Eq. 126 for the generating function Z [2.1]

T [p̂(.);λ] of the total

empirical acitivity Â(., .) at fixed empirical density p̂(.), while the corresponding condition generator wCond[p̂(.);Â] was
written in Eq. 127.

Finally, this general framework was applied to pure or random spin chains with single-spin-flip or two-spin-flip
transition rates, where the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H correspond to quantum spin chains with local interactions
involving Pauli matrices of two or three neighboring sites, in order to show how various rate functions can be rewritten
in terms of reduced density matrices involving only two or three neighboring sites.

In Appendix A, we have revisited the large deviations properties of reversible diffusion processes from the perspective
of quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonians in continuous space, in order to stress the similarities and the differences
with Markov jump processes in the last subsection A5.

Since the main goal of the present paper was to stress the importance of supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonians to
analyze reversible Markov processes, it is natural to ask what could be the appropriate generalizations for irreversible
processes. For systems that are out-of-equilibrium only as a consequence of the boundary-driving, the similarity
transformation towards supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonians is still very useful as discussed for one-dimensional
rings [53] or for one-dimensional intervals in contact with two reservoirs [109]. For systems where detailed-balance is
broken by the dynamical rules in the bulk, there are two possibilities :

(a) one can still make the same similarity transformation as in Eqs 11 or A6 in order to analyze the properties of the
non-hermitian quantum Hamiltonians that emerge, as discussed in [61] for the case of irreversible diffusion processes
in arbitrary dimension;

(b) or one can analyze directly the non-hermitian quantum Hamiltonian corresponding to the opposite of the
generator with its non-hermitian supersymmetric factorization H = −w = I†J involving the current operator J and
the divergence I† appearing in the continuity equation, as discussed both for Markov jump processes and for diffusions
in [143].
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Appendix A: Comparison with explicit large deviations for reversible diffusion processes

In this Appendix, we revisited the large deviations properties of reversible diffusion processes from the perspective
of quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonians in continuous space. Indeed, the comparison between these two types of
continuous-time Markov processes is often very useful to better understand each of them.

1. Reversible Fokker-Planck dynamics and the corresponding supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonians

The Fokker-Planck equation for the probability density Pt(r⃗) to be at position r⃗ at time t can be written as the
continuity equation (analog of Eq. 6 of the main text)

∂tPt(r⃗) = −∇⃗.J⃗t(r⃗) (A1)

where the current

J⃗t(r⃗) = Pt(r⃗)F⃗ (r⃗)−D(r⃗)∇⃗Pt(r⃗) (A2)

involves the force F⃗ (r⃗) and the diffusion coefficient D(r⃗).
When the dynamics converging towards the steady state P∗(C) satisfies detailed-balance, the associated steady

current should vanish

0 = J⃗∗(r⃗) = P∗(r⃗)F⃗ (r⃗)−D(r⃗)∇⃗P∗(r⃗) (A3)

so that the force can be replaced by

F⃗ (r⃗) = D(r⃗)∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗) (A4)

which is the analog of the parametrization of Eq. 9 for the detailed-balance transition rates of the main text. The
Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. A1 then becomes

∂tPt(r⃗) = −∇⃗.
[
D(r⃗)

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]− ∇⃗

)
Pt(r⃗)

]
(A5)

As explained in textbooks [95–97] and in specific applications to various models (see for instance [98–109]), gener-
ators of reversible Markov processes are related to quantum hermitian Hamiltonians via similarity transformations.
For diffusion processes, the standard change of variables analogous to Eq. 11

Pt(r⃗) =
√
P∗(r⃗)ψt(r⃗) (A6)

transforms the Fokker-Planck Eq. A5 into the euclidean Schrödinger equation

∂tψt(r⃗) = −Hψt(r⃗) (A7)

where the quantum Hamiltonian obtained from the Fokker-Planck generator of Eq. A5 via a similarity transformation
analog to Eq. 13

H =
1√
P∗(r⃗)

∇⃗.
[
D(r⃗)

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]− ∇⃗

)√
P∗(r⃗)

]
=

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]

2
+ ∇⃗

)
D(r⃗)

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]

2
− ∇⃗

)
≡ Q⃗†.Q⃗ (A8)

is supersymmetric in terms of the two first-order operators (see the review [118] on supersymmetric quantum mechanics
in continuous space)

Q⃗ ≡
√
D(r⃗)

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]

2
− ∇⃗

)

Q⃗† ≡

(
[∇⃗ lnP∗(r⃗)]

2
+ ∇⃗

)√
D(r⃗) (A9)
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This supersymmetric factorization is very standard for diffusion processes in continuous space (see for instance [53,
61, 103–105, 108, 109]).

In particular, the ground state at zero energy of the Hamiltonian H

ψ0(r⃗) =
√
P∗(r⃗) (A10)

is annihilated by the operator Q⃗

Q⃗ψ0(r⃗) = 0 (A11)

which is the analog of Eq. 25. It is convenient to replace the steady state P∗(r⃗) = ψ2
0(r⃗) into Eqs A9 to obtain the

first order operators in terms of the ground state ψ0(r⃗)

Q⃗ ≡
√
D(r⃗)

(
[∇⃗ lnψ0(r⃗)]− ∇⃗

)
Q⃗† ≡

(
[∇⃗ lnψ0(r⃗)] + ∇⃗

)√
D(r⃗) (A12)

As in Eq. 20, the Hamiltonian H governs the Fokker-Planck propagator Pt(r⃗|r⃗0) via its spectral decomposition that
involves here either an infinite number of discrete energies or a finite number of discrete energies before a continuum
spectrum.

2. Explicit large deviations at Level 2.5 for the empirical density and current of arbitrary diffusions

For a diffusive trajectory r⃗(0 ≤ t ≤ T )) over the large-time window t ∈ [0, T ], the empirical density measuring the
faction of time spent around at each position r⃗

P̂ (r⃗) ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dtδ(r⃗(t)− r⃗) (A13)

is normalized to unity ∫
ddr⃗P̂ (r⃗) = 1 (A14)

while the empirical current

ˆ⃗
J(r⃗) ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dt
dr⃗(t)

dt
δ(r⃗(t)− r⃗) (A15)

should be divergenceless

∇⃗. ˆ⃗J(r⃗) = 0 (A16)

For arbitrary diffusion processes governed by the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eqs A1 A2, the joint distribution

P [2.5]
T [P̂ (.),

ˆ⃗
J(.)] of the empirical density P̂ (.) and the empirical current

ˆ⃗
J(.) satisfying the constitutive constraints of

Eqs A14 A16 follows the large deviation form for large T [16, 19, 53, 71, 78, 86, 88–91]

P [2.5]
T [P̂ (.),

ˆ⃗
J(.)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∫
ddr⃗P̂ (r⃗)− 1

)[∏
r⃗

δ
(
∇⃗. ˆ⃗J(r⃗)

)]
e−I

[2.5][P̂ (.),
ˆ⃗
J(.)] (A17)

with the explicit rate function

I [2.5][P̂ (.),
ˆ⃗
J(.)] =

∫
ddr⃗

4D(r⃗)P̂ (r⃗)

[
ˆ⃗
J(r⃗)− P̂ (r⃗)F⃗ (r⃗) +D(r⃗)∇⃗P̂ (r⃗)

]2
(A18)

For any given empirical density P̂ (.), it is interesting to consider the reversal of all the empirical currents Ĵ(r⃗) →
−Ĵ(r⃗): the divergenceless constraint is still satisfied, while the difference between the two rate functions reduce to

the linear contribution with respect to the empirical current
ˆ⃗
J(r⃗)

I [2.5][P̂ (.),
ˆ⃗
J(.)]− I [2.5][P̂ (.),− ˆ⃗

J(.)] =

∫
ddr⃗

ˆ⃗
J(r⃗).

[
− F⃗ (r⃗)
D(r⃗)

+ ∇⃗ ln P̂ (r⃗)

]
(A19)

This property is the analog of Eq. 88 concerning Markov jump processes and can be considered as an example of the
Gallavotti-Cohen fluctuation relations (see [4–6, 15, 19, 119–127] and references therein).
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3. Explicit large deviations at Level 2 for the empirical density of reversible diffusion processes

When the force F⃗ (r⃗) satisfies the detailed-balance condition of Eq. A4, the difference of Eq. A19 vanishes via

integration by parts using the divergenceless property of Eq. A16 for the empirical current
ˆ⃗
J(.)

I [2.5][P̂ (.),
ˆ⃗
J(.)]− I [2.5][P̂ (.),− ˆ⃗

J(.)] =

∫
ddr⃗

ˆ⃗
J(r⃗).

[
∇⃗ ln

P̂ (r⃗)

P̂∗(r⃗)

]
= −

∫
ddr⃗.

[
ln

(
P̂ (r⃗)

P̂∗(r⃗)

)]
∇⃗. ˆ⃗J(r⃗) = 0 (A20)

One can still be interested into the large deviations involving non-vanishing empirical currents
ˆ⃗
J(.) ̸= 0⃗ as described

by the explicit level 2.5 of Eq. A17, but one can also consider the vanishing optimal empirical currents
ˆ⃗
J
opt

(.) = 0⃗ to
obtain the explicit large deviations at level 2 for the distribution of the empirical density

P
[2]
T [P̂ (.)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∫
ddr⃗P̂ (r⃗)− 1

)
e−I

[2][P̂ (.)] (A21)

where the rate function at Level 2 is obtained from the rate function at Level 2.5 of Eq. A18 for vanishing current
ˆ⃗
J
opt

(.) = 0⃗

I [2][P̂ (.)] = I [2.5][P̂ (.),
ˆ⃗
J
opt

(.) = 0⃗] =
1

4

∫
ddr⃗ D(r⃗)P̂ (r⃗)

[
∇⃗ ln(P̂ (r⃗))− ∇⃗ ln(P̂∗(r⃗))

]2
=

1

4

∫
ddr⃗ D(r⃗)P̂ (r⃗)

[
∇⃗ ln

(
P̂ (r⃗)

P̂∗(r⃗)

)]2
(A22)

To make the link with the supersymmetric quantum Hamiltonian, it is convenient to replace the steady state

P∗(r⃗) = ψ2
0(r⃗) by the square of the groundstate of Eq. A10, and to replace similarly the empirical density P̂ (r⃗) = ψ̂2(r⃗)

to rewrite the rate function of Eq. A22

I [2][P̂ (.) = ψ̂2(r⃗)] =

∫
ddr⃗ D(r⃗)ψ̂2(r⃗)

[
∇⃗ ln(ψ̂(r⃗))− ∇⃗ ln(ψ̂0(r⃗))

]2
=

∫
ddr⃗ D(r⃗)

[
∇⃗(ψ̂(r⃗)− ψ̂(r⃗)∇⃗ ln(ψ̂0(r⃗))

]2
=

∫
ddr⃗

[
Q⃗ψ̂(r⃗)

]2
(A23)

where one recognizes the first-order operator Q⃗ of Eq. A12 applied to ψ̂(r⃗) =

√
P̂ (r⃗). As a consequence, the rate

function at level 2 can be rewritten

I [2][P̂ (.) =

∫
ddr⃗

[
Q⃗

√
P̂ (r⃗)

]2
=

∫
ddr⃗

(√
P̂ (r⃗)Q⃗†.Q⃗

√
P̂ (r⃗)

)
≡ ⟨
√
P̂ |H|

√
P̂ ⟩ (A24)

as the matrix element ⟨
√
P̂ |H|

√
P̂ ⟩ involving the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H = Q⃗†.Q⃗, which is the analog of Eq.

62 concerning Markov jump processes.

4. Explicit conditioned generator of a reversible diffusion with respect to the empirical density P̂ (.)

As in the subsection III B 2 of the main text concerning Markov jump processes, the conditioned generator of
a reversible diffusion with respect to the empirical density P̂ (.) is explicit : the diffusion coefficient D(r⃗) cannot

change, so the conditioned Fokker-Planck generator only contains a different force F⃗Cond(r⃗) with respect to the initial
generator. Since this conditioned generator should satisfy detailed-balance with respect to its conditioned steady state
PCond∗ (r⃗) = P̂ (r⃗), the conditioned force reduces to

F⃗Cond(r⃗) = D(r⃗)∇⃗ ln P̂ (r⃗) (A25)

instead of the initial force F⃗ (r⃗) of Eq. A4.
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5. Discussion

In summary, many ideas are very similar with the case of Markov jump processes discussed in the main text:
(a) reversible generators can be mapped onto supersymmetric Hamiltonians H via similarity transformations;
(b) these supersymmetric Hamiltonians are useful to rewrite the explicit rate function at level 2 as Eq. A24 which

is the direct analog of Eq. 62.
(c) the conditioning of a reversible generator towards any given empirical density is explicit.
There are however some important differences:
(i) in diffusion processes, there are no fluctuating empirical activities, but only the fluctuating empirical density and

fluctuating empirical currents (see more detailed discussions in [90]) : so the standard level 2.5 for diffusion processes

concerning their joint distribution P [2.5]
T [P̂ (.),

ˆ⃗
J(.)] of Eq. A17 is actually more the analog of the level 2.25′ of Markov

jump processes concerning P [2.25′

T [p̂(.); ĵ(., .)] of Eq. 92, while the levels 2.5, 2.25 and 2.1 that contain some empirical
activities of Markov processes as discussed in the main text have no counterparts for diffusion processes.

(ii) in diffusion processes, the diffusion coefficient D(r⃗) cannot fluctuate (see more detailed discussions in [71]), in

contrast to the empirical coefficients D̂ of Eq. 99 discussed in the main text for Markov jump processes.
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[36] R. Chétrite and H. Touchette, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 120601 (2013).
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[84] L. Chabane, R. Chétrite, G. Verley, J. Stat. Mech. (2020) 033208.
[85] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2022) 013206.
[86] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2023) 063206.
[87] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2024) 013206.
[88] C. Maes, K. Netocny and B. Wynants, Physica A 387, 2675 (2008).
[89] J. Hoppenau, D. Nickelsen and A. Engel, New J. Phys. 18 083010 (2016).
[90] C. Monthus, 2024 J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 57 095002.
[91] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2024) 013205.
[92] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2021) 083212.



31

[93] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2021) 083205
[94] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2021) 103202.
[95] C. W. Gardiner, “ Handbook of Stochastic Methods: for Physics, Chemistry and the Natural Sciences” (Springer Series

in Synergetics), Berlin (1985).
[96] N.G. Van Kampen, “Stochastic processes in physics and chemistry”, Elsevier Amsterdam (1992).
[97] H. Risken, “The Fokker-Planck equation : methods of solutions and applications”, Springer Verlag Berlin (1989).
[98] R.J. Glauber, J. Math. Phys. 4, 294 (1963).
[99] B.U. Felderhof, Rev. Math. Phys. 1, 215 (1970); Rev. Math. Phys. 2, 151 (1971).

[100] E. D. Siggia, Phys. Rev. B 16, 2319 (1977).
[101] J. C. Kimball, J. Stat. Phys. 21, 289 (1979).
[102] I. Peschel and V. J. Emery, Z. Phys. B 43, 241 (1981)
[103] J.P. Bouchaud and A. Georges, Phys. Rep. 195, 127 (1990).
[104] C. Monthus and P. Le Doussal, Phys. Rev. E 65 (2002) 66129.
[105] C. Texier and C. Hagendorf, Europhys. Lett. 86 (2009) 37011.
[106] C. Monthus and T. Garel, J. Stat. Mech. P12017 (2009).
[107] C. Castelnovo, C. Chamon and D. Sherrington, Phys. Rev. B 81, 184303 (2012).
[108] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2023) 083204
[109] C. Monthus, J. Stat. Mech. (2023) 063206
[110] S. Bravyi and B. Terhal, SIAM J. Comput. Vol. 39, No 4, p. 1462 (2009).
[111] S. Michalakis, J. Pytel, Commun. Math. Phys., Vol. 322, Issue 2, (2013), p. 277-302.
[112] C. Fernández-Gonzalez, N. Schuch, M. M. Wolf, J. I. Cirac, D. Perez-Garcia, Commun. Math. Phys. 333, 299-333 (2015)
[113] O. Sattath, S. C. Morampudi, C. R. Laumann and R. Moessner, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 113 (23), 6433-6437 (2016).
[114] A. Anshu, I. Arad and T. Vidick, Phys. Rev. B 93, 205142 (2016).
[115] S. Jevtic, R. Barnett, New J. Phys. 19, 103034 (2017)
[116] C. L. Henley, 2004 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 16 S891
[117] C. Castelnovo, C. Chamon, C. Mudry, P. Pujol Annals of Physics, Vol. 318, 2005, Pages 316-344
[118] F. Cooper, A. Khare and U. Sukhatme, Phys. Rep. 251, 267 (1995).
[119] E. G. D. Cohen and G. Gallavotti, Journal of Statistical Physics, 96, 1343 (1999)
[120] J. Kurchan, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31 3719 (1998).
[121] J.L. Lebowitz and H. Spohn, J. Stat. Phys. 95, 333 (1999).
[122] C. Maes, J. Stat. Phys. 95, 367 (1999).
[123] O. Jepps, D. J. Evans, D. J. Searles, Physica D, 187, 326 (2004).
[124] J. Kurchan J. Stat. Mech. (2007) P07005.
[125] R. K. P. Zia and B. Schmittmann J. Stat. Mech. P07012 (2007).
[126] C. Maes, K. Netocny, and B. Shergelashvili, A selection of nonequilibrium issues, In Methods of Contemporary Mathe-
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